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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the applicant's communication filed on 10/03/2003. 

2. Claims 1-20 are pending and presented for examination. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 10/03/2003 is in compliance 
with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the information disclosure statement has been 
placed in the application file and has been considered as to the merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

The claim refers to "method" of parent claim(s), which not define a "method". Further 
clarification and appropriate correction is required. 

Double Patenting 

6. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. ■ 
Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 
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F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 
1970); and, In re Thoringm 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this 
application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 
CFR 3.73(b). 

7. Claims 1-20 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-14 of U.S. Patent No. 6,704,723. This is 
obviousness-type double patenting since the conflicting claim is not yet been patented. 

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the U.S. Patent 
No. 6,704,723 and would cover any patent granted on that U.S. Patent No. 6,704,723 since the 
U.S. Patent No. 6,704,723 and the instant application are claiming common subject matter. 
Although the conflict claim is not identical, it is not patentably distinct from each other because 
of the following reasons: Claim 1 of the instant application substantially recites the limitations of 
claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,704,723. The claim merely omits certain limitations and replaces 



the bolded limitation as shown in comparison table below. 



Patent claim 1 


Instant application claims 1 and 1 1 


1 . A method for exchanging 
information over a computer network 
comprising the steps of: 

receiving, into at least one network 
server computer system, a query 
request from at least one client 
computer system over a computer 
network; 

formatting the query request into an 
extensible markup language query 


1 . A method for exchanging information over a 
computer network comprising the steps of: 

receiving, into at least one network server 
computer system, a query request from 
at least one client computer system over a 
computer network; 
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document according to an extensible 
markup language document application 
program interface, wherein the 
extensible markup language query 
document references a document 
type declaration, wherein the 
document type declaration is a set of 
rules defining the guidelines for the 
extensible markup language query 
document; 

transmitting the extensible markup 
language query document to at least 
one business intelligence server 
computer system; 

storing on the at least one 
business intelligence server computer 
system a copy of a document type 
declaration file including the 
referenced document type 
declaration; 

receiving, into the at least one 
business intelligence server computer 
system, the extensible markup language 
query document; 



retrieving information requested in 
the extensible markup language query 
document from at least one data storage 
device; 

formatting the retrieved 
information into an extensible 
markup language results document; 

transmitting the extensible 
markup language results document 
to the at least one network server 
computer system; storing on the at 
least one network server computer 



formatting the query request into an 
extensible markup language query document 
according to an extensible markup language 
document application program interface; 

transmitting the extensible markup language 
query document to at least one 
business intelligence server computer system; 



receiving, into the at least one business 
intelligence server computer system, the 
extensible markup language query document; 
and 

retrieving information requested in the 
extensible markup language query 
document from at least one data storage device. 
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system a copy of a document type 
declaration file including the 
referenced document type 
declaration; 

formatting the extensible markup 
language results document into an 
browser-executable results document 
that references the document type 
declaration; and 

transmittmg the browser- 
executable results document to the at 
least one client computer system over 
the computer network. 









It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of data processing at the time the 
invention was made to modify the steps as indicated claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,704,723 since 
the omission and addition of the cited limitations would have not changed the process according 
to which a method for exchanging information over a computer network comprising the steps 
of: receiving, into at least one network server computer system, a query request from at least 
one client computer system over a computer network; formatting the query request into an 
extensible markup language query document according to an extensible markup language 
document application program interface; transmitting the extensible markup language query 
document to at least one business intelligence server computer system; receiving, into the at 
least one business intelligence server computer system, the extensible markup language query 
document; and retrieving information requested in the extensible markup language query 
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document from at least one data storage device.. Therefore, the ordinary skilled artisan would 
have also motivated to modify claim 1 of the instant application by adding the steps wherein the 
extensible markup language query document references a document type declaration, wherein 
the document type declaration is a set of rules defining the guidelines for the extensible markup 
language query document; ... storing on the at least one business intelligence server computer 
system a copy of a document type declaration file including the referenced document type 
declaration; ... formatting the retrieved information into an extensible markup language results 
document; transmitting the extensible markup language results document to the at least one 
network server computer system; storing on the at least one network server computer system a 
copy of a document type declaration file including the referenced document type declaration; 
formatting the extensible markup language results document into an browser-executable results 
document that references the document type declaration; and transmitting the browser- 
executable results document to the at least one client computer system over the computer 
network The cited omitting elements would not interfere with the functionality of the steps 
previously claimed and would perform the same function. In re karlson, 136 USPQ 184 CCPA 
1963). 

The dependent claims 2-10 and 12-20 of the instant application are rejected for fully 
incorporating the errors of their respective base claims by dependency. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made, 

9. Claims 1-9 and 1 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Livingston et al. (U. S. Pat. No. 6,424,979) in view of Bakalash et al. (U. S. Pat. No. 6,408,292). 

As per claims 1 and 1 1, Livingston et al. disclose a method for exchanging information 
over a computer network comprising the steps of: receiving, into at least one network server 
computer system, a query request from at least one cUent computer system over a computer 
network (See Livingston et al. Fig. 7); formatting the query request into an extensible markup 
language query (i.e. XML) document according to an extensible markup language document 
application program interface (See Livingston et al. col. 6, lines 9-33); transmitting the 
extensible markup language query document to at least one business intelligence server computer 
system; receiving, into the at least one business intelligence (i.e. EAM) server computer system, 
the extensible markup language query document (See Livingston et al. col. 6, lines 9-33); and 
retrieving information requested in the extensible markup language query document from at least 
one data storage (See Livingston et al. col. 6, lines 9-33). 

It is noted, however, Livingston et al. does not specifically disclose device. On the other 
hand, Bakalash et al. disclose device (i.e. mass storage device)(See Bakalash et al, col. 17, lines 
1-43). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Livingston et al. with device. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Livingston et al. by the teaching of Bakalash et al. because 
providing device allows the improvements for accessing data elements within a 
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multi-dimensional database (MDB) containing precompiled or pre-aggregated data and 
supported on a parallel computing platform during OLAP or like operations, while avoiding the 
shortcomings and drawbacks of prior art systems and methodologies as taught by Bakalash et al. 
(See col. 5, lines 31-37). 

As per claims 2 and 12, the combination of Livingston et al. and Bakalash et al., as 
modified discloses a method, wherein the at least one network server computer system comprises 
a cluster of network server computer systems configured to operate jointly (See Livingston et al. 
Fig. 1). 

As per claims 3 and 13, the combination of Livingston et al and Bakalash et al., as 
modified discloses a method, wherein the at least one business intelligence server system 
comprises a cluster of business intelligence server computer systems configured to operate 
jointly (See Livingston et al. Fig. 1 and 7). 

As per claims 4 and 14, the combination of Livingston et al. and Bakalash et al., as 
modified discloses a method, wherein the computer network is the Internet (See Livingston et al. 
col. 6, lines 9-67). 

As per claims 5 and 15, the combination of Livingston et al. and Bakalash et al., as 
modified discloses a method, further comprising the steps of: formatting the retrieved 
information into an extensible markup language results document (See Livingston et al. col. 6, 
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lines 9-67); transmitting the extensible markup language (i.e. XML) results document to the at 
least one network server computer system (See Livingston et al. col. 6, lines 9-67); formatting 
the extensible markup language results document into an browser executable results document 
(i.e. on screen presentation) (See Livingston et al. col. 6, lines 9-67); and transmitting the 
browser- executable results document to the at least one client computer system over the 
computer network(See Livingston et al. col. 6, lines 9-67). 

As per claims 6 and 16, the combination of Livingston et al. and Bakalash et al, as 
modified discloses a method, further comprising the step of: formatting the extensible markup 
language query document to reference a document type declaration (i.e. DTD), wherein the 
document type declaration is a set of rules defining the guidelines for the extensible markup 
language query document (See Livingston et al. col. 6, lines 15-21); and formatting the 
extensible markup language results document to reference the document type declaration (See 
Livingston et al. col. 6, lines 9-67). 

As per claims 7 and 17, the combination of Livingston et al. and Bakalash et al., as 
modified discloses the claimed invention, fiirther comprising the steps of storing on the at least 
one business intelligence server computer system a copy of a document type declaration file 
including the referenced document type declaration (See Livingston et al. col. 6, lines 9-67); and 
storing on the at least one network server computer system a copy of a document type 
declaration file including the referenced document type declaration (See Livingston et al. col. 6, 
lines 9-67) . 
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As per Claims 8 and 18, the combination of Livingston et al. and Bakalash et al., as 
modified discloses a method, wherein the step of formatting the query request into an extensible 
markup language query document according to an extensible markup language document 
application program interface further comprises the step of: formatting the query request into a 
document having a plurality of nested elements (See Livingston et al._ col. 25, lines 22-25), 
wherein the plurality of nested elements define relationships for information contained within the 
query (Livingston et al. col. 6, lines 9-67,and col. 25, lines 22-25). 

As per claims 9 and 19, the combination of Livingston et al. and Bakalash et al., as 
modified discloses a method, further comprising the steps of: formatting the query request to 
include a root level element (i.e. root element) (See Livingston et al. col. 23, lines 235-40); and 
formatting the query request to include at least one item level element nested within the root 
level element, wherein the at least one item level element relates to data requested within the 
query request (See Livingston et al. col. 23, lines 35-40; col. 25, lines 22-25, and col. 6, lines 
9-67). 

Other Prior Art Made Of Record 
10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure. U.S. patents and U.S. patent application publications will not be supplied with Office 
actions. Examiners advises the Applicant that the cited U.S. patents and patent application 
publications are available for download via the Office's PAIR. As an alternate source, all U.S. 
patents and patent application publications are available on the USPTO web site 
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(www.uspto. gov) , from the Office of Public Records and from commercial sources. For the use 
of the Office's PAIR system, Applicants may refer to the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
http://www.uspto.gov/ebc/index.html or 1 -866-2 1 7-9 1 97. 

Points Of Contact 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jacues Veillard whose telephone number is (571) 272-4086. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon. to Fri. from 9 AM to 4:30 PM, alt. Fri, off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffm can be reached on (571) 272- 4146. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-fi-ee). 
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